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Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 1-33 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-33 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 ) This is a Non Final rejection in response to Appeal Brief filed on 12/1 1/05. 

2) Claims 1-33 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3) The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3-1) Claim 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Burke (US 6032162, issued Feb 29, 2000), in view of Li et al (US 6631496, filed Mar 
22, 1999). 

Regarding claims 1, 9, 17, 25, Burke teaches web page to be bookmarked... on 
a server (ie., URL file to identify HTML tags for type indicators to see if it belongs to 
previously stored category)(col 4, line 65 - col 5, lines 20). 

Burke teaches downloading ... a category (ie., bookmarks previously stored ... 
sub-category of topics ... stock prices ...)(col 5, lines 8-24; col 7, lines 10-15). 

Burke teaches creating ...in the bookmark folder ... name (ie., bookmarks 
categorized by theme/topic under master set of themes/topics)(col 5, lines 8-24). 

Burke teaches storing ... sub-folder (ie., collates and merges set of 
bookmarks)(col 5, lines 8-24). 
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Burke does not expressly teach determining but does suggest the limitation 
because Burke does teach storing because storing bookmarks with associated data (col 
3, lines 1-5) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Burke to include determining if a book is categorized or not, providing the 
benefit of categorizing a bookmark for the first time, the controller of Burke must 
determine that the bookmark is not yet categorized/classified/merged, else there would 
be no bookmarks stored and further motivated by a sophisticated organization for 
automatically classifying bookmarks according to the content of the documents they 
mark (Li, col 1 , lines 47-51 ). 

Regarding claims 2, 10, 18, 26, Burke teaches determining ... creating the sub- 
folder (ie., determining if previously stored file of bookmarks does not exits, then 
controller creates a file)(col 5, lines 54-60). 

Regarding claim 3, 11, 19, 27, Burke teaches if there already ... not created (ie., 
controller collates in designated files - which encompass sub-categories)(col 5, lines 8- 
20). 

Regarding claims 4, 12, 20, 28, Burke teaches if the Web page ... sub-folder 
(ie., for a file where a bookmark does not exist, the controller stores the collated non- 
merged bookmarks in the created file with only user identification information)(col 5, 
lines 54-61). 

Regarding claims 5, 13, 21, 29, Burke teaches if the Web page ... assigned a 
category (ie., user can select and transfer data from bookmarks stored in the 
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downloaded system which is requested by the user using the URL and the system 
returns the file and corresponding information)(col 6, lines 15-23). 

Regarding claims 6, 14, 22, 30, Burke teaches after web page has been 
assigned a category ... default sub-folder (ie., the downloaded bookmark has a theme 
or topic which is more than the default useid and password file)(col 5, lines 10-20; lines 
54-60). 

Regarding claims 7, 15, 23, 31, Burke teaches determining ... creating the sub- 
folder (ie. t determining if previously stored file of bookmarks does not exits, then 
controller creates a file)(col 5, lines 54-60). 

Regarding claims 8, 16, 24, 32, Burke teaches if there already ... existed sub- 
folder (ie., previously stored file with theme and topic)(col 5, lines 8-20). 

Regarding claim 33, Burke teaches ... web page to be bookmarked ... remote 
computer system (ie., URL file to identify HTML tags for type indicators to see if it 
belongs to previously stored category)(col 4 t line 65 - col 5, lines 20). 
Burke teaches downloading ... category (ie., bookmarks previously stored ... sub- 
category of topics ... stock prices ...)(col 5, lines 8-24; col 7, lines 10-15). 
Burke teaches determining ... folder on the local computer system (ie., determining if 
previously stored file of bookmarks does not exits, then controller creates a file)(col 5, 
lines 54-60). 

Burke teaches storing ... sub-folder (ie., collates and merges set of bookmarks)(col 5, 
lines 8-24). 
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Burke teaches creating ...in the bookmark folder ... for the sub-folder (ie., bookmarks 
categorized by theme/topic under master set of themes/topics)(col 5, lines 8-24). 
Burke teaches storing ... sub-folder (ie., collates and merges set of bookmarks)(col 5, 
lines 8-24). 

Burke does not expressly teach determining but does suggest the limitation 
because Burke does teach storing because storing bookmarks with associated data (col 
3, lines 1-5) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Burke to include determining if a book is categorized or not, providing the 
benefit of categorizing a bookmark for the first time, the controller of Burke must 
determine that the bookmark is not yet categorized/classified/merged, else there would 
be no bookmarks stored and further motivated by a sophisticated organization for 
automatically classifying bookmarks according to the content of the documents they 
mark (Li, col 1 , lines 47-51 ). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-33 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant's arguments filed 12/1 1/05 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues that Burke 
does not teach, show or so much as suggest bookmarking pages by first determining 
whether a server has assigned a category to the page as claimed. The Examiner 
disagrees and asserts that this limitation is suggested, at the very least inherently 
because in order to categorize a bookmark for the first time, the controller of Burke must 
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determine that the bookmark is not yet categorized/classified/merged, else there would 
be no bookmarks stored. Specifically, file contents are parsed in order to identify HTML 
tags that identify HTML statements (col 5, lines 1-3) such that the controller collates the 
bookmarks by categorizing the bookmarks by theme and topics according to a master 
set of theme and topics codes (col 5, lines 10-20). In order to do this, it is inherent for 
the controller to classify the bookmarks to properly categorize them. The controller 
creates a file and stores the collated non-merged bookmarks in the created file (col 5, 
lines 58-61 ). This shows that a distinction is made for bookmarks not merged in the file 
and if it not merged, then it is to be merged and will be collated and categorized by 
theme and topic. The secondary reference, Li, further suggests that developing a 
sophisticated organization for automatically classifying bookmarks according to 
contents, was well known at the time of the invention (Li, col 1 , lines 45-50). 

Additionally, Applicant argues the that the references do not teach inventive 
portions that are used for Titles (see Appeal Brief, page 4, bolded sections). Examiner 
notes that there is no mention of Titles in the claimed invention, expressly. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gautam Sain whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4096. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





